- mining the policy of his predecessor?
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1
As the debate on SALT 1t gets under-
way, the American public will bel
wreated to a confusing phenomenon.|
There will be experts ,on Soviet af-
fairs—scholars, former diplomats,|
retired generals and admirals, and ex-
intelligence officers—who will differ!
s‘harply with each other. At one eX-
tieme will be a group who believes the
Soviets are evil men dedicated to the
destruction or euslavement of the
United States and its allies. At the
other extreme will be those who be-
lieve the Soviets are fearful of the
United States and dedicated to the
peaceful development of their coun-
try. And there will be various grada-
tions of views in betwesn the ex-

tremes. Why will so many so-called|

experts differ so sharply?

One reason is that the questions we
ask of ourselves and of our Soviet
experts cannot be easily answered.
For example, **What kind of people
are they really, and what do they
want?”’ is a debatable question. But
the Soviets must also ask the same
questions about us. :

What Yind of pzople are we, when
we elect as president a man who made
a political career out of anti-

communism and then initiated a
policy of détente?

What kind of people are we, when
we then reelect him with a large
majority and drive him from office
Iess than two years later?

What kind of people are we when
we substitute a Columbia University
professor born in Poland for- a
Harvard professor born in Germany
and with the substitution get a
national security ‘advisor to the
president who looks as if he is undar-

What kind of people are we when
many conservaiives seek to relax ten-
sions with Russia and many liberals
seek to heighten them?

" Paradoxes abound in American
policy and behavior as well as in
Soviet policy and behavior. These
paradoxes are not easy to resolve.
Much depends uppprabed FeeRe
what evidence, what individuals,
what theories and explanations one
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One reason the experts differ is!
because their experiences have been

‘different and because they have

formed hypotheses to which they

have become emotionally and intel-|
lectually attached. It will be easy 1o

observe these advocates and then {
characterize them irresponsibly with |
such epithets as **old time liberal’” or

“old Cold Warrior,” But most will be :
honorable men who believe that they |
have studied the subject and con- !
sidered the issues carefully. !

Are there any guidelines to help the ;

-public and its elected representatives |

judge what they are being told?
Probably none that are definitive. But :
the cause is not hopeless. Here are a .

few thoughts that might help. i

e Some experts will be retired mili-'
tary officers of high rank who have
given this nation many years of dedi- |
cated service. They are men who have |
had terrible responsibilities; they have '
been charged with being prepared to
deliver the most terrifying weapons in
human history upon the people of
another nation. They have been
obliged to think of the Soviet Union
as the potential enemy; it was easier
to do this if they looked upon the;
Soviets as evil men aiming to destroy |
us one way or another. Not all mili-;
tary leaders, of course, have followed!
this avenue toward personal self-

respect. But some did and-—in retire-| -

ment—have adhered to the same pre-
scription. .

.» Some will be former government
officials whose formative years, both
as students and officials, were during
the excesses and atrocities of the
Stalinist period. They were right then
to have thought of that Soviet leader
as an evil man. But there has also
been a political revolution of major
proportions in the Soviet Union since
Stalin’s death, which has altered
many aspects of Soviet ideology and
behavior. Not all of those whose ideas
were formed during the Stalinist
period have comprehended the things
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important to distinguish those who:
have from those who have not. -
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+ Many of the *‘experts’’ who will}
testify will be specialists in the mathe-|
matics of destruction, a major in-;
dustry in this country and a major.
preoccupation of many Pentagon!
officials. The country will be bar-

.raged with statistical data on throw-t

weights, cess, kill probabilities, and;
much more. The impact of all this will;

be to suggest that the decisiom
regarding saLT should be made on the

basis of complex statistical calcu«-

lations which only the “expert’ can
understand. What will get lost or ob-
fuscated will be the simple fact that
both sides already have more than
enough nuclear weapons to kill each
other off anyway. It will bz important
not to let the statisticians get control
of the debate. s

» Patriotism and anti-communism
—not the same thing—will get a big

play among self-proclaimed experts |

who write newspaper editorials and
make senatorial speeches for the
record. It ought to be made clear at
the outset what will be undeniably
true, namely, that all sides on the
.debate will be patriots and none de-

sirous of replicating the Soviet polit- |

ical system here or elsewhers. The
issue again will be quite simple: will
the saLT agreement help or hurt the
stabilization of rmutual deterrence? It
will not bz a question of love of
country or love of Russia; it will be a
guestion of what happens in the arms
race if we do not haye saLt,

. ® There will be other so-called ex-
perts who will try tq link arms control
with the health of détents., They will.
rehearse Soviet behavior over the past
few years and suggest that arms
control agreements should not be
ratified because détente has **failed,””
and so forth, But arms contro) and
détente are not dependent one upon
the other; arms control has justi-
fications of its own. The sole guastion
should be whether saLT 1t can justify

itgclf, not whether it is justified by
détente. - . ‘
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